Application No. 10/679,389 

Amendment Dated May 1, 2006 

Reply to Office Action dated February 1, 2006 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS : 

By the present Amendment, claims 1, 3, 6, 7, 8, 1 1 and 12 are amended. No new 
matter is added. Claims 1 - 16 are currently pending in the application, with claims 1, 6, 7 
and 8 being independent. 

Applicant has carefully considered the contents of the Office Action and respectfully 
requests reconsideration and reexamination of the subject application in view of the 
explanations noted below. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 6 to 16 are objected to in paragraph 1 for various informalities regarding 
independent claims 6, 7 and 8. 

Independent claim 6 is amended to recite a recess at a center of "an" upper side. 
Independent claims 7 and 8 are amended to recite a recess at a center of "an" under side. 

Therefore, the objections to claims 6, 7 and 8 should be withdrawn. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 112 (second paragraph) 

Claims 1 - 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 (second paragraph) as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
applicants regard as the invention. 

In paragraph 2A, independent claims 1, 6, 7 and 8 are rejected as being indefinite 
because the recited parallel relationship between the rotary and stationary drums is allegedly 
unclear. Claims 1, 6, 7 and 8 are amended to remove the recitation regarding the parallel 
relationship between the rotary and stationary drums from the claims. Therefore, the 
rejection of independent claims 1, 6, 7 and 8 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 (second paragraph) in 
paragraph 2A should be withdrawn. 

In paragraph 2B, independent claim 6 is rejected as being indefinite because it is 
allegedly unclear as to what structure causes the reaction force to press the inner race of the 
upper bearing upwardly. Claim 6 is amended to clarify that the diameter of the inner race of 
the upper bearing is smaller than the diameter of the shaft, such that press-fitting downwardly 
the upper bearing causes the inner race of the upper bearing to be pressed upwardly as a 
result of the interference fit between the inner race of the upper bearing and the shaft. 
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Therefore, the rejection of independent claim 6 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 (second paragraph) in 
paragraph 2B should be withdrawn. This same amendment is also made to claims 3, 1 1 and 
12, as well as to the paragraph at line 27 on page 14 of the specification. 

Oath/Declaration 

Applicants submit herewith a Substitute Declaration in compliance with 37 C.F.R. 
1.67(a) that includes the "willful false statements" clause required by 37 C.F.R. 1.68. Thus, 
the objection to the declaration should be withdrawn. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant appreciates the indicated allowability of objected to claims 1 - 16 if 
rewritten or amended to overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 (second paragraph) 
as set forth in paragraphs 2A and 2B. 



In view of the foregoing amendment and comments, Applicants respectfully submit 
that claims 1 - 16 are in condition for allowance. Prompt and favorable action is solicited. 



Roylance, Abrams, Berdo & Goodman, L.L.P. 
1300 19 th Street, N.W., Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202) 659-9076 

Dated: May 1, 2006 



Respectfully Submitted, 




Marcus R. Mickney 
Reg. No. 44,941 
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